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dog? But though we may have done this, it was in an
extremity of doubt and suspicion. It is all a question of
national strength. When there is no real national strength
to back it, foreign policy must, naturally, lean on other
countries. Before we condemn the Chinese we should
think of this.
[Note.—The events recorded in the preceding section
are taken principally from Recent Foreign Policy, by Professor
Hirai Kumazo.]
The first Alliance was not offensive and defensive. That
is, if one contracting party went to war with one country
only, the other could remain neutral. Should, however, an
ally appear on the scene to support the enemy, then, but
not till then, would it be incumbent on the other con-
tracting party to come to the assistance of the first. The
effect of the Alliance was, then, that Japan was enabled to
fight Russia without any fear of encountering other enemies,
as she did at the time of the Three Power Interference'.
Breaches of neutrality by the Russian Fleet.
During the Russo-Japanese War, the Russian Fleet went
so far as to commit breaches of neutrality on several occasions.
For example, the Baltic Fleet, under Admiral Rozhestvenski,
transgressed the limits imposed by international law in
Madagascar, where it received coal, water, provisions, and
other facilities from the French authorities. Similar breaches
occurred when the Fleet reached the waters of French
Indo-China. Japan could have pointed to these and, main-
taining that the action of the French had transgressed the
limits of neutrality, could have demanded appropriate
action by England, in accordance with the terms of the
treaty of alliance. Earl Grey, formerly British Foreign
Minister, has recently pointed out that Japan had the right
to do this.* However, the Japanese Government was so
complacent as to abstain from making a single demand of
any kind : it must have possessed considerable self~controL
What would England have done if Japan had put forward
a demand ? Would the war have been confined, as it was, to
* Grey :  Tw&nty~Five Years, 1892-1916, Vol. I, p, 53.

